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U. S. V. Cook; Proceedings in State Murder Trial and 
Observations Concerning Possible 241 Prosecution. 


I. State of Alabama v. Elmer Cook, et al. 

From December 7 through December 10, 1965, I attended the 
trial of State of Alabama Elmer Cook, Namon 0*Neal Hoggle and 
William Stanley Hoggle in Selma, Alabama. 


Judge L. S, Moore presided at the trial, Virgis Ashworth 
handled the prosecution, Joe Pilcher was the defense lawyer. 

Approximately 30 regular witnesses were sworn in Tiiesday 
morning, December 7. In addition, when the Court asked those who 
had been subpoenaed as character witnesses to rise, over 80 men 
stood up. Not one of these witnesses was called, but of course 
the prospective jurors saw the array. 

When the roll of jiorors was called, I counted 83 white persons 
and 4 Negroes. The Judge asked the regular question for qualifying 
jurors; he did not ask any questions concerning literacy. He 
asked whether each ^prospective jtiror was a householder, free holder, 
or resident for one year in Dallas County. He asked wheth^ any 
person had fixed opinions concerning capital pimishment, circum¬ 
stantial evidence, or the guilt or innocence of the defendants. 

In addition. Judge Moore asked whether the jurors had a fixed 
opinion because of bias against or for the defendants or Rev, 

Eeeb. Solicitor Blanchard McLeod, who handled the selection of 
the jury for the prosecution, asked x<fhcther the j\irors had an 
opinion concerning the inferiority of the victim such as to 
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prevent them from reaching a fair verdict. McLeod made it clear 
that he asked this qxjestion upon the order of Attorney General 
Flowers. Five jurors, including Jacob Bendersky, a prominent 
businessman and avid segregationist, were excused for personal 
reasons. The State challenged 4 who had fixed opinions against 
capital punishment, and each challenge was accepted. Ihe State 
also challenged 3 persons who had fixed opinions as to the guilt 
or innocence of the defendants including one person who said he 
was such a close friend of one of the Hoggle brothers that he 
could not vote for a guilty verdict. F^eh of these challenges 
was acceptedb The State also challenged the 2 individuals who 
answered yes to the Attorney General’s question. After these 
individuals had stated that they believed a white civil rights 
worker was inferior, but that they would convict the defendants 
if they were convinced of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, the 

were rejected. Both of these prospective jurors were 
later struck. The State struck 14 prospective jurors while the 
defense struck 41, Aiaong the 12 jurors who remained, there were 
2 who by their appearance indicated some red-neck qualities. One 
had looked openly disgusted when the question about the inferiority 
of civil rights workers was asked but he had made no reply. One 
of the jurors, Rasmiond B. Sehiffer, is alleged to have been in¬ 
volved in slapping a Negro x<7ho attempted to integrate the white 
Romn Catholic Church in Ifecember of 1964. One of Bob Frye’s 
neighbors told him that she sa\j Sehiffer hit the Negro, but said 
she would not say that in court. Another of the jurors, Harry 
C. Vardemanj is a brother of Ben Vardeman, the key defense witness, 

A, Opening Statements 

Solicitor McLeod simply said that the State intended to 
prove that the 3 defendants killed Rev. Reeb; he informed the 
jurors that he had had a stroke and that Virgis Ashworth would 
try the case in his place. 

Joe Pilcher stated that the ease was a civil rights case, 
involving the right to be prestuaed innocent. As he launched into 
an attack on civil righs workers, as being ready to crucify the 
jury system, Ashworth’s objection was substained. Pilcher 
frequently made objectionable statements in his questioning of 
witnesses. Ashv7orth made the appropriate objections and Judge 
Moore made the appropriate ruling but Pilcher was never instructed 
to cease his objectionable practices. 

^ Upon giving his statement, Pilcher revealed 2 defenses. 

First he states that the defendants were not involved. He stated 
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that the defense would prove that Namon Hoggle had been with Ben 
Vardeman in the Ctoffee Fot Cafe at the time of the attack. He 
said he would prove that Cook and Stanley Hoggle had been across 
the street at their place of business. He stated that the defense 
would prove that their had been 2 or 3 groups of men in the area, 
and that others had been guilty of the alleged assault, Pilcher 
did not succeed in placing Cook and Stanley Hoggle at any -ethec, 
place other than the place of the attack. He did haye 3 witnesses 
directed toward proving that Namon Hoggle had been in the Coffee 
Pot. Pilcher*s second defense was that those vi^ho did commit the 
assault were not guilty of noirder. He indicated that there had 
been soma intervening cause. He said that 2 doctors would show 
that Rev, Reeb’s womd when he got to Birmingham v^as not the same 
wound diagnosed in Selma. As it turned out* Pilcher’s contention 
of an intervening cause was based primarily on the allegation that 
Dr. W. B. Dinkins, the Selma physician who treated Rev. Reeb, had 
been neligent in his treatment. Pilcher did also argue that it 
was in the interest of the civil rights movement for Rev. Reeb 
to die. Pilcher’s only evidence was a doctor’s answer to a 
hypothetical question, tending to show that Rev. Reeb could not 
have stood up and walked after being clubbed so hard as autopsy 
showed he had been. 


S. State Witnesses 

1. Clark B. Olsen . (Olsen’s middle name is Bird, 
but he wisely used tais middle initial in giving his name to the 
jiiry.) Rev, Olsen stated that he arrived in Selma at about 4 p.m, 
on March 9, and that he ate his evening meal in Walker’s Cafe 
between 5:30 or 6 to about 7:30 p.m. He ate with Rev, Reeb and 
Rev, Orloff Killer. The 3 men walked from the cafe up Washington 
toward the Silver Moon Cafe. 

’’Some men started to come at lis, shouting at us. 

They advance at a fast walk, perhaps a brisk run. 

One was carrying a stick or pipe of some length, James 
Reeb was neai^est the curb? then Miller; I was nearest 
to the building. Reeb was lagging behind us sramewhat. 

One of the men sprung a stick and struck Reeb on the 
side of the head; Rev, Miller crouched down; I span 
a few steps off the curb into Selma Avenue. This man 
hit me a few times. My glqsses came off. Then 
perhaps 2 or 3 of the men kicked at Reeb and Miller 
and then they left. I had" a good viev; of the man 
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who attacked me; I was facing him as he hit me. i 
saw him as he eaKs across the sts?aetj he was in front 
of the group. He is the man next to the lady in the 
red drees (Elmer Gook). I had a good view of the 
others but I don’t know whether 1 would recognize 
them. The two men seated to the right of Mr, Cook 
look similar to men in the group that attacked us. 

As closely as I can say without positively identifying 
them, they were the men (William. Stanley Hoggle and 
Wamon O’Neal Hoggle), They look similar in size and 
in looks. The general looks, possible height, build 
and face characteristics are similar.” 

Olsen and Milller assisted Reeb to his feet. At first Reeb was 
incoherent. Then he was able to walk with their assistance? Olsen 
and Miller took Reeb to the Boynton insurance Agency, a distance 
of 2 1/2 blocks, then to Burwell Infirmary, back to Boynton’s 
for a check to be used as a deposit for admission to University 
Hospital, ambulance toward Birmingham, flat tire, 2nd ambulance, 
Birmingham hospital. 

On cross examination, Rev. Olsen held up well. He did 
falter on a description of what tnedmum height meant. He used 
that term to describe not only persons who were 5’10” but one 
person who was 5*6”, He admitted that he had seen the pictures 
of Cook and the Hoggles in the newspaper before identifying their 
pictures for the FBI. He stated that his identification of Cook 
in the courtroom was based Upon his acttial physical appearance 
in the flesh. His identification was based on a ’’memory of a very 
vivid experience,” Olsen placed the point of attack at the left 
side of the front (Washington Street) entrance to the Silver Moon. 

Olsen stated that Dianne Bevel was in Mrs. Boynton’s office. 
Joe Pilcher asked Olsen, as well as 2 other witnesses, whether 
she was the vrife of James Bevel, one of Rev, Martin laither King’s 
top lieutenants. Rev. Reeb was conscious when he arrived at the 
Infirmary, but became unconscious when Olsen was out of the room. 

Olsen did not remember that he chose a picttire of William 
Stanley Hoggle as more closely resembling the person who attacked 
him. He is sure now that it was Cook who attacked him. To the 
question, could you be wrong about Cook, he answered, ’’There is 
no doubt in my mind.” Olsen believes it was not Elmer Cook who 
swung the club at Rev, Reeb. 
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EVALUA^JON; 

Appearance: -^Sl^ilght build, glasses, honest expression. 

Attitude: Helpful j hot; l^simrt. •’ 

Articulateness? To© careful about pronounciatidn but not very 
offensive even to Southerners, 


Character: O.K. 

Credibility: Come across as making every effort to be honest. 

Contribution: Strong identification of Cook? identification 
wea^ned somew^t by havi|ig seen picture in newspaper and by 
having identified Willing Stanley Hoggle as man who most closely 
resembled his attacker. The white persons in the audience near 
me demonstrated that tliey were impressed by Olsen»s testimony 
ability to withstand Pilcher's attack^. Olsen is a 
much better witness than Miller. Both he and Miller had ample 
opportunity to review FBI statements and did well with them. 


2. Qrloff Miller 

As Reeb and Olsen and Miller walked North on Washington 
btreet, a group of men came from bett<reen parked cars across 
Washitgton Street shouting, 'liey you Niggers'” Miller heard the 
that struck Reeb to the pavement, but did not see it. 

Miller turned toward Reeb and went into a crouch where he was 
kicxced. He suffered bruises on the right side of his forehead 
and on his arm© Miller said he definitely recognised Cook as 
having been in the lead of the attack* There were 4 or 5 attackers 
or more, but Miller cannot be positive about them. He believes 
that he saw the 2 Hoggle brothers on the day of March 9, but he 
cannot be sure that it was at the scene of the crime, "Thefir 
lives are at stake and I want to be honest.” Miller stated that 
he was crouched during most of the time of the attack, Ckice the 
a ack begun, he could see very little? it had been very near 
aark^ but not night when the attack occurred. The street lic^hts 
had conte on as Miller smoked a cigar outside Walker's Cafe waiting 
for Reeb and Olsen to come out. Miller remembers talking to 2 

S the infirmary, but does not renimber what 

he said to them, My only recollection was that I had to correct 
their spelling several times,” Miller remembers details of time 
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&nd speed ‘5 foir example, h.e retnembers reacbing Bo3?ntoi' Insurance 

Agency for the 2nd time at 9 o'clock and remembers reaching 

University Hospital in Birmingham at 11 o'clock. He took notes 

of these times. He remembers traveling SO m.p.h. on the Interstate. 

EVALUATION: 

Appearance: Taller than Olsen, dark curly hair, slightly pock¬ 
marked face. 

Attitude: Tendency to wise crack, especially to get in his digs 

at the Soutliern officials.j his remark about the city police 
officers is only one example; there were perhaps a half 
dozen times when he made unnecessary and irritating remarks. 

Articulateness: Strong voice; has a tendency to look at the ques¬ 
tioner when questioned but at the jury when answering; I 
believe this gives an impression of playing to the j\ury. 

Character: 0* K. 

Credibility; Obviously was attempting to tell truth; however, since 
he was the leader of the group of 3 white ministers (it 
was he who knew aljout Boynton Agency and who took the lead 
in making arrangements for the care of Rev. Reeb.) and 
because he did not contain his views on the soutliern white 
people, his credibility suffered. 

Contribution: Fair identification of Cook as having been involved 
in the attack; no identification during the attack; he ne'dds 
a hard talking to about his attitude before he ever testifies 
again. 


3. Doctors 

The prosecution introduced the depositions of 4 doctors, 

Joe Pilcher read the questions and one of his assistants, Radford, 
read the ansx^ers, I do not know the reason for this unusual 
arrangement; it was highly unsatisfactory as it made It appear 
the testimony did not hurt Pilcher, In addition, Pilcher was 
able to give different inflections to his voice in connection 
with the questions that helped him the most. 

a. Dr, Thomas H, Allens 

When Rev. Reeb was wheeled into the emergency room at 
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University Hospital, his face was blue. His windpipe was eerioxisly 
blocked. He was insensitive to^^pain and had a bruise on his skull, 
©p. Allens placed a tube in Heeb’s windpipe and removed a 

noticeable amount of undigested food. This action xms required 
as an^irantediatc life-saving measure. The blue color disappeared 
in a few minutes. Bi*equent aspirations were required, filled 
particles were recovered as late as 24 hoiirs after Rev. Reeb was 
admitted to the hospital. Dr. Allens stated that the patient 
died as a direct result of the blow he received, but pneumonia 
which resulted as a result of food particles contributed to his 
generally bad condition. 

b. Dr. James Argiers 

Sedbnd resident in Neurosxirgery at University Hospital. 

A fingertip examination of Rev. Reeb's bruises indicated a 
comminute fracture of the left temporal bone. An immediate 
tracheotomy was required. Then an incision into the ten?Ae was 
made and then several hundred cc's of blood were drawn off, from 
extradural hematoma (or blood clot). Fragments of loose bone were 
removed. Death was a "direct result of inflicted head wound,” 

The blow in itself would have killed most people; the blow plus 
the pnetimonia would kill anyone. If Rev. Reeb had lived, he would 
have been able to engage in no useful activity, 

Stanley Graham 

The State Toxicologist described Dr. Graham as Alabama's 
top neurosurgeon. Dr. Graham was much more favorable to the defense 
than the other doctors; he expressed the opinion that unnecessary 
delay had occurred and that the patient had received improper care. 
He stated that the morality rate for the type of injury Rev, Reeb 
received was 10 to 15% and indicated that proper care would have 
significantly increased Rev. Reeb’s chances to live. In addition. 
Dr, Graham indicated that a patient who suffered severe contusions 
would not have been able to walk and would not have been conscious 
after receiving the blow. Er, Graham did say that death was 
"attributed to bl<w on left side of head" plus the events that 
followed, (hemotoid, come, and resulting vomiting), 

Dy* Ernest Tucker, III 

Dr. Tucker is the pathologist who performed the autopsy 
on Rev. Reeb on March 11. The defense exhibits to this deposition 
includes 13 pictures of Rev, Reeb including several that showed 
the severity of the head injury, I don’t know why these are 
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defense exhibits instead of prosecution exhibits. The pictures 
show xdiere the blood clot was, where the linear fractures were 
(at least 2 fractures lines extended from the area of the left 
temple; one was wide enough for insertion of a scalpel; discolo¬ 
ration, swelling and hemorrhaging of the brain). One picture 
showed the collapse and discoloration of the lungs. There were 
still small pieces of bone in the area of the left temple at the 
time of the autopsy. Dr, Tucker testified that Rev, Reeb*s brain 
substance had swollen and had oosed through its container, llie 
brain was approximately 1/4 greater weight than normal. The middle 
meningeal artery, which is a major artery leading to the brain 
was severed. Either that lesion or the contusion to the brain 
was sufficient to induce unconsciousness; because both occurred, 
unconsciousness would have taken place rapidly. Dr. Tucker stated 
that compound, comminuted fractures could have been felt through 
the f^hg®rtip by a trained physician (this question was asked, 
because Dr. Dinkins was later to testify he could not tell whether 
there was a fracture when he examined Rev. Reeb), Dr. Tucker 
stated it was impossible to tell whether Rev. Reeb suffered onie 
or more blows to the side of his head. 


4, Johnson 

State Toxicologist who was present at the autopsy, Mr. 
Johnson described in laymen’s language the injuries that Rev. 

Reeb suffered, describing the course of the fractxires and the 
damage to the brain. He said that penetration of the bone into 
the brain was as deep as 1/2 inch. He stated that the injury was 
severe, compatible with life; by this he explained that he meant 
automobile accidents can cause more severe damagej but for a per¬ 
son who has any chance to live, the injury Rev, Reeb suffered was 
a severe injtiry. He stated that if the injury was untreated it 
meant ’’almost certain death.” With adequate treatment, he said 
that 1 of 2 persons could survive. On cross examination he 
stated that he would not dispute Dr, Graham in his estimation that 
85 to 90% of the people suffering such a blow could live. Upon 
questioning by Judge Moore, llr. Johnson stated that the injury 
was dangerous. 

Two cases in the Southern Report indicate that if a wound 
is dangerous it is irrelevant whether the wound has been treated 
properly, Bailey v. State ,, 113 So. 830; Warren v. State , 25 
So.2d si. 
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5. Dr. VI, B, Ditikins 

(Direct cstaniinafion by Blanchard McLeod) Br. Dinkins 
ordered an X*^ray of Kev, Reeb, but it was not good enough to 
read. He thinks the X^ray may have been thrown away, even though 
this ie not normal hospital practice. Pilcher, of course, was 
trying to inimate that Rev, Reeb was not seriously hvart when he 
first came to the Infirmary, Rev, Reeb*s condition began to 
change. Dr. Dinkins could not tell by a fingertip eKamination 
whether Rev, Reeb's skull was fractured. He says that you 
cannot tell the difference betvjeen a skull fracture and a bruise 
by fingertip examination. The decision to send Rev, Reeb to 
Birmingham was ’’baaed on clinical signs.” Dr. Dinkins never 
saw Rev. Reeb conscious, l^hen he first saw the patient, about 
8:30 p.m,, he had no pupillary reaction Ci.e. no evidence of 
pressure on the area of the brain that controls the optic nerve). 
Dr. Dinkins-noticed a change in pupillary action at about 8:40. 

It was at that time he confirmed his preliminary diagnosis of 
cerebral eonsueeion and contusion. Dr. Dinkins was in the first 
ambulance with Rev. Reeb but rode in his personal car behind the 
second ambulance, the one that acttially did take Rev, Reeb to 
Birmingham, Dr. Dinkins said he did instruct the ambulance 
driver to put Rev, Reeb on his sude, but he did not know whether 
that was done, and he gave no other instructions for the care 
of Sev, Reeb, escept for placing ice pack on his head. 

Good Samaritan refuses to say so publicly, but according 
to Arthur Cappel, Dr* Dinkins was barred from practicing at that 
hospital following the death of Jimmie Lee Jackson. 


-IKHth 


Evaluation of Medical Testimony. 

Dr. Graham has the highest qualifications of the doctors 
whose testimony was presented; he also was the doctor whose per¬ 
sonal feelings appear to be most favorable to the defendants. 

ascribe error to Dr. Dinkins in Rev, Reeb*a death* 
and he is willing to inimate that Rev. Reed suffered more than 
one blox^. To fair-minded jurors, each of the doctors makes it 
clear that the blow to Rev. Reeb was serious. The testimony of 
the 2 men who were present at the autopsy is grisly and damning 
to the defendants. The state toxicologist do^s not nave strong 
expert qmlifications, but gives an understandable and graphic 
description of the injuries to Rev, Reeb’s skull and brain. Dr. 
Allens is probably not a necessary witness, as his speciality is 
in connection with Rev, Reeb's pneumonia. Dr. Argiers is only 
a resident, although he is - probably fairer than Dr. Graham. They 


HH 56176 Dodd: 33033187 Page 104 





r 



are both neurosurgepns, t3r» Graham eould probably bo controlled 
if a prosecutor desired to make proper objections to irrelevant 
questions. Dr. Dinkins did not come out of this trial very well. 
Expert testimony indicated that he should have been able to 
diagnose a brain fracture inmediately. However, the suggestions 
that there was more than one attack on Rev, Reeb is so fantastic 
that it can be discounted. Rev. Reeb was unconscious before Br. 
Dinkins ever examined him. There was wide-spread feeling in the 
courtroom that Dr. Dinkins should have remained with Rev. Reeb, 
or at least given instructions for his care, but this is irrelevant. 

6, Ouida lareon 

I4is8 Larson testified that she knows all 3 defendants and 
that she saw them together in the Silver Moon Cafe, where she is 
a waitressj on the evening of ^rch 9, between 6s30 and 8 p.m. 

They entered and left together, Elmer Cook's secretary was with 
them. R, B, Kelly was there but not with them. They drank coffee 
and sat there awhile. Miss Larson did not see or hear of a fight 
that night. 

yEVALUATIGK; Miss Larson strengths as a witness are known from 
the trial of U, 5. v, Eaton . She needs to be interviewed concerning 
whether she remembers at al.1 V7hat the defendants were wearing 
March 9. it is also possible that she might be able to help the 
prosecution if Edgar Stripling's competency as a witness is attacked. 
She has never been fully interviewed in connection x^^ith this case. 

She told the FBI shortly after the event that she could not 
remember anyone who xms in the cafe. 


7, Edgar Stripling 

Judge Moore ruled that Stripling was mentally incompetent 
to testify. Title 7, Section-439 of the Alabama Code provides 
that persons who do not have the use of reason arc not competent 
to testify. Stripling gave responsive answers to several 
questions by Judge Moore. He stated that he understood the oath 
he had taken, that he was sworn to tell the truth. He stated that 
a falsehood was "When there isn't any such of thing." 

Wilson Baker testified that Stripling frequently would buy 
a cup of coffee and place the saucer aerpss the table from him and 
talk to the saucer. Salcer also stated that Stripling will shadow 
box with parking meters. Baker said he could not tell whether 
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stripling would tell the truth or whether he would try to tell 

2^ whether he could comprehend an oath. Baker hopes 
reconf ined to a mental institution. Baker 
would not personally give any Credit to anything Stripling said. 

« DeBardeleben testified that he had read Stripling’s 

Veteran Administration file. Dr. DeBardeleben is a SS^fear-old 
general practictibner, in Selma, who specializes in internal 

had no special training in psychiatry, although 
he testified that he is interested in it and reads about it 
He never examined Stripling. Ete*. DeBardeleben is on the Board 
Directors for the Dallas County Private School. The Veterans 
Admnistration records show that Stripling was a normal person 

suffered a disease which paralyzed the lower 
part of his body. After 5 weeks in bed, he lea^d from bed,^ 
apparently having lost the use of his reason. From 1934 to 1939 
confined upon 4 separate occasions in Stkte Mental 
Institutions. He served in the military for slightly under 2 

Stripling, was discharged for rheumatoid 
arthritis* _After che war, he was married and had a child. His 
^sked for a divorce? Stripling became morbid and began to 

3.949, after Stripling had begun 

tZ through a window in his hoxise, he was sent 

^^®.^®terans Administration in Tuscaloosa. At that time his 
condition was diagnosed as a habephrenie schizophrenic. The 
hebephrenic type of schizophrenic is characterized by silliness, 

The_last entry in Stripling’s record is dated November 2, 1959, 

At that time, his condition was diagnosed as that of a "residiial” 
schizophrenic. Dr. DeBardeleben then admitted that Edgar Stripling 

touch with reality. He stated that ® 

f could understand the oath, but could have difficulty /cwow 
wnether he is stating the truth, 

4 .v,a+. „ ^®*^®.3^®3ceos, t^ otmer of the Silver Moon Cafe, stated 
tnat Stripling was a sick man. He frequently talks to himself 
lacteos said that when Stripling does not drink he is o.k. However. 

^3iat Stripling had once talked about people getting 
killed in a restauoant when nothing like that had happened.^ Wlien^ 
Lackeos said that. Judge Moore said that it would not be right 
to ask the jury to give credence to what Stripling said. 

^On ^ch 10, Stripling told the Selma Police that he saw 
Elmer Cook and R. B. Kelly strike some white men outside the 

previous day. On ^rch 12, Stripling 
told the FBI that he saw Elmer Cook, R. B, Kelly and another^ 
man who looked like Duck Hoggle (Namon O’Neal Hoggle) involved 
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in the assault. 

I do not know the fedearal rules on coDipeteney of witnesses, 
but if it is necessary, I should think we should obtain the services 
of a psychiatrist to determine Stripling’s competency as a witness. 

I suppose that Stripling’s condition is relevant as to what weight 
should be given to his testimony, but I do not know whether that 
IS ,the case. If Stripling's competence or his credibility is 
to be an issue, it would be to our advantage to have him examined 
by a competent, honest Alabama psychiatrist. 


8. R, B, Kelly 

Kelly, upon the advice of Joe Pilcher, took the 5th amend¬ 
ment and refused to testify at all, Ashv^orth asked Judge Moore 
to allow Itelly to answer the questions which did not seem to He 
incriminating, but Judge Hoove held that any questions could 
possibly be incriminating. Kelly, in a signed statement to both 
the Selma Police and to the FBI directly implicated all 3 of the 
defendants in the state trial. In a statement given March 10, 

Kelly said he saw Elmer Cook kick a man on the sidewalk outside 
the Silver Moon Gafe. He also stated he saw Cook and the 2 Hoggle 
brothers come into the cafe together shortly thereafter. Also 
on March 10, ICclly gave a signed statement in which he said he 
saw 3 men, Gook and the 2 Hoggle brothers, running to the corner 
of the Silver Moon Gafe, He said Cook kicked a man on the groxmd. 

1 do not see how Ifelly's statements could be used, except as they 
constitute admission. For exan^le, Kelly does state that he went 
to the door of the cafe when he heard a commotion. This does place 
him at the scene of the crime at the time it was conHnittcd. However, 
the implication of Cook and the Hoggles could hardly be constructed 
as admissions against Kelly, 

Bob Frye has heard that Kelly has stated that if the defen¬ 
dants in the state trial did not lay off him, he would tell everything 
he had already told the FBI and maybe a whole lot more, Kelly 
might talk if the results would be beneficial to him. Fvye under¬ 
stands that he is not to approach iCelly, but of coxirse is to listen 
to volunteered information (if right to counsel is not abused). 


Groom 

Broom gave a signed statement to the Selma City Police in 
which he said he saw 2 white men dressed in black clothes get out 
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of a bus parked by the alley between Washington and Frankln streets 
on Selma Avenue. These 2 white men walked west toward the Silver 
Moon Cafe. When they got to the corner, Groom said El^r Cook, 
the Hoggle brothers, and either Den Vardeman or R. B. Kelly Che 
thinks it may have been R. B. Kelly) assault some white men near 
the alley on Selma Avenue between Washington and Franklin streets. 
Groom said Cook and both Haggles were in the Silver Moon together. 

Groom is presently located at 2321 Whittemore in St.^Louis. 
At the request of Mr. Ashworth, we located proom and told him that 
Ashworth XiTould like him to call. An FBI agent was with Groom when 
he made tl\e call and later reported, as did Ashworth, that Groom 
denied the statements he had made. AshX'5'orth then advised Groom 
not to come to the trial. 

Of course, Groom could be reinterviewed. An interviewer 
could remind him of the penalty for giving false information or 
withholding information from a federal agent. 

There is little doubt that Groom observed the ac^al attack, 
but that he refuses to give the correct version of the incident. 

Of course, even if Groom testified to everything he has 
stated to the police and to the FBI his story x^ould be subject 
to some discount because of the mistakes in it. On the other 
hand, if he told the true story, that story would be subject to 
imp^acVitofiRt on tti© bs.Q&s of hxs px*iox“ statenofints p 

he is a valuable witnessp the only other witness besides R. B« 
Kelly to place Cook and both Hoggle brothers at the scene. 


10. Billy Dov7d Edwards 

Edwards is presently located in Greenville Mississippi, 
where he drives a truck for the Bar Q Beverage Co. (ph. 601- 
332-7356), 

He failed to appear for the prosecution after he had told 
Ashworth he xrould coma. We had located Edwards after receiving 
a request to do so from Ashworth, 

Edwards was sitting with R. B. Kelly in the Silver Moon 
Cafe around the time of the attack. In a statement given March 
10, Edwards implicated Cook and the 2 Hoggles indirectly. On 
March 12, Edwards said that he observed Cook and Stanley Hoggle 
running and punching 2 or 3 individuals. EdX'jards informs that 
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March 9, he was in a car with Elmer Goo^ and 
Stanley Hoggle.^ Edward said that Stanley Hoggle was carrinK 2 
revolvers and that he gave a night stick or club to Cook Edv/ardn 

his ^ knuckles on his rigS 

group was driving around Selma 
in^the'^st^^ t^^ blowing a bugle at ministers and other outsiders 


Oi. P**ovlded Mr, Ashworth with a copy of an FBI interview 
by State Investigator Rufus Head and an FBI agent of William 
Stanley Hoggle Hoggle put himself with his b^Sther ElSer 
Ctook together from 6:30 until about 11 o'clock. He puts aUS 
of them in the Silver Moon Gafe at about 7;30; Hrst^tee that 

pants and shirt and no hat. All 3 of these 
Hoggle's defend, klchfr 

claimmed that Hoggle had been at the C & G Novelty Shop althoutrh 
e produced no evidence to support that contention. In'addition 

that wirjtLtSley-„jre? 

bauavi^r;St''hft 


C. Defetise Witnesses __ 

!.• Wilson Baker 

Bnkor testified tliat th.e Police Depet'tnient lo^ of ds.i1 xr 

^?ch^9 ®^Pilche? fiSd concerning the Reeb attack at 7^38. 

^rch 9. Pilcher as^d Baker to relate the history of events 

Judge Moore sustained^the objection 
dii?? u J't proposed to show there were motives for R^eb'^ ’ 
death. He stated it was to the advantage of the Civil Rights 

have ^v, Reeb die. Judge Moore sustained objections 
^^®bions, such as whether James Bevel and Martin 

there were groups all over town. Baker also stated 
that the Police Department was not able to protect everyone. 
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Pilelier attempted to uel^ Bafeer to intii^ Floyd Groom 

had attacked the ministers. Baker misho had 
been looking for Groom since March 10 or 11 and had not been able 
to find him in Selma. Baker said he had no knowledge if it had 
been Stripling V7hp had provided the, initial identification. 


EVALUATION: Baker appear^#t6 be willing to have Pilcher lead him 
into statements that would damage the prosecution. Pilcher was 
using him primarily so that he would be able to have one 
respectable witness. 


2. General Mack Arthur Brciwn 

Brown said that he saw 3 white men walk from Walker’s Cafe 
to the Silver Moon Cafe and that iSlmer Cook was in front of the 
C & e Novelty Shop diJiring that whole time. On cross examination 
it developed that the 3 men Brown saw continued after reaching 
the Silver Moon Cafe. BrOiwn was \jnwilling to admit that he had 
identified a picture of Stanely Hoggle as saying that he had come 
from the window of the C & G Novelty Shop to look Into the window 
of Walker’s Cafe. 

EVALUATION: 


Appearance: Tall, top knot of hair. 

Attitude; Evasive^ unwilling to admit any implications against 
the defendants ^ 

Articulateness: Fair, 

Character; Unknoxvni, 

Credibility; Certainly was not telling the truth about what he 
had told the FBI. 

Contribution; He did see Hoggle looking into the window, but 

would probably not admit it; he almost certainly did not 
see the ministers who were involved in the attack. 


3. George Hamm 

Hamm spent 22 years as a Baptist Minister, This did not 
prevent him from lying. He claims he went to tlie Silver Moon 
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to make a telephone call to his sick mother. He left the 
to make his phone call and upon his return, he observed the 
ajc-ta^ from across Washington Street, Hamm said he thought the 
men were playing. He said that he could not recognize the men 
Involved in the scuffle and that he did not know them, but that if 
he had knovrn them he could not recognize them, because the street 
was so wide. Hanna said he did not see the scuffle until it was 
already in progress, 

1 Pilcher uSed Rarara to attempt to prove that no assailants 

had come from across Washington Street. Hamm said he would have 

Stanley Hoggle if he had con® froatiaitrpas the street/ 
Pilcher also Tised Hamm to place Namon O'Neal Hoggle in the Coffee 

assault, Hamm stated that when he came 
into the Coffee Pott Cafe that there was somebody on a stool with 
Ben Vardeman who was also sitting on a stool inside the cafe. 

He wo^dn t say whether the man with Vardeman was either Cook or 
one of tte Hoggle brothers, although he had identified all of 
them to the FBI as persons he had seen, 

EVALUATION: 

Appearance: Nervous 

Attitude: Ifefensive 

Articulateness: 0 . K, 

Credibility: Hard to attack because minister; easy to ridicule 
Cgo to Silver Moon to call sick mother,) 

Contribution: An eyewitness, but refuses to tell what he knows: 

. y danmge is that he says no one came from across street 


Ben Vardatnan 

-tr, i® a business partner of Namon O'Neal Hoggle. 

He good friends with the other defendants. Bob Frve savs tliat 
yardaiMn and Elmar Cook wera In a oar thaft ring togatte? ^ oJS 

and he were acquitted when the*^ease was tried 
identified a suit of blue work clothes as being the 
clothes that Namon O'Neal Hoggle had on that night. He said he 
saw Elmer Cook off and on. hI said that Cook hIS on fauit anl 


Hff 56176 Dodd: 33033187 Page 111 



- 17 ^ 

a dress shirt. , He said that he had seen Stanley Hoggle dressed 
in sport clothes, with a sport jacket, pants and shirt. He 
identified those clothes too, Vardaman said he was with O’Neal 
Hoggle froui^ approxiroately 6 o’clock until the time he meet George 
Haraia. At the time when Hamm was asking him about the fight, O’Neal 
Hoggle was on the phone. "I am positive Naraon O’Neal Hoggle was 
on the phone.” Vardanian’s story was inconsistent with Karam’s in 
2 respects. Vardaman was sure it was dark by 6:S0, Hamm refused 
to be lead by Pilcher and insisted it was just going from dusk 
to dark at the time of the assault, Vardaman said that he and 
Hoggle were sitting at a table in the restaurant not at the bar 
on stools and that he met Hamm at the door as Vardaman was leaving, 

EVALUATION: 

Appearance: Tall, daehshound face. 

Attitude: Extremely cooperative with the defense. 

Articulateness: Pair, 

Character: One of Selma's local hoodlims but it is probably not 
possible to prove; jury might be mad that he took his 
s secretary to the night club after Rev, Reeb was assaulted. 

Credibility: Stanley Hoggle’s statement would help, by showing 

that O’Neal Hoggle was with Stanley Hoggle and that Stanley 
Hoggle was not wearing the clothes that Vardaman said he 
was wearing; business and friendship ties with defendants. 

Difficulties: Vardaman is the key defense witness; if he can be 
destroyed, the defense have little in the way of alibi. 


5. Frances Bowden 

Waitress at the Coffee Pot Cafe. She says that she saw 
Ben Vardaman and 0|Neal Hoggle come into the cafe together. She 
sat at the table with them although she said it-was a different 
table than Vardaman had said it was. Pilcher got Mrs. Bowden 
to say that the counter is only 3 feet from the door, in order to 
reabilitate George Hamm, She said that Vardaman was at the end 
of fh* counter when Hamm came in the door. She said that O’Neal 
Hoggle did not leave the cafe. She said that when she and Vardaman 
left the eafe, Hoggle was talking on the telephone* She eonfinned 
Vardaman*s description of the clothing of O’Neal Hoggle and Elmer 
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Cook. However, the last time she saw Ctook that day was about 
2 p.m. (I do not believe that Vardaman stated the last time that 
he saw Cook that day.) Mrs. Bowden went to the Bamboo Club for 
dinner with Mr. Vsrdaman, 

EVALUATION! 

Appearance: Attractive 26-year-old. 

Articulateness: 0. K. 

Character; Nice to be able to show jury that she was with Vardaman. 

Difficulties: More difficult to attack her than it will be to 

attack Varflaman; need Stanley Haggle’s statement; neither 
she nor Vardaman goes so far as to say Hoggle was with 
them at the time of the attack; perhaps FBI could get them 
to admit he was away from the table for a long period of time. 


6. Paul Woodson 

^ Woodson is part-^ov/ner of the Bamboo Dinner Club. He tes¬ 
tified that he saw all 3 defendants at the club betv/cen 8 and 9 
o’clock. He described the clothes that each wore, identifying 
each of the 3 cKhibits that Pilcher introduced as the clothing 
the defendants wore the night of the attack. On cross, Woodson 
stated that he spoke to the defendants for just a few minutes, 
making only routine remarks. He cannot remember any other customer 
who was there that night, although there were several. He knows 
Ben Vardaman and Frances Bowden, but did not see either of them 
at the Bamboo Club. They had both testified that they went to the 
Bamboo Club. On redirect, Woodson stated he did not recall whether 
he had been asked a few days after March 9 what the defendants 
were wearing on March 9. 

EVALUATION: 

Appearance; Tall, mustache. 

Credibility: Heavily damaged by cross examination; it could 

probably be shown that the Bamboo Club is heavily dependent 
upon the trade of such persons as Cook and the Hoggles. 

Dij.fieulties: His lies add weight to the lies of Vardaman and 

Pfirs. Bowden;, Stanley Hoggle’s statement plus the unlikelyhood 
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that he would actually remember the clothing diminish his valtie 
to the defense. 


7. Lewis Foreman 


Part-owner Bamboo Dinner Club. Foreman stated that he saw 
Elmer Cook at the dinner club betmen 8 and 9 o'clock on March 9. 
He described Cook's clothes and identified the exhibit Pilcher 
had introduced as Cook's clothes. Foreman cannot renteimber an^ 
other custotaer who was at the club March 9. He does not recoember 
seeing Ben Vardaman, Frances Bowden, O’Neal Hoggle, or Stanley 
Hoggle. He says Cook was by himself. He stated that the FBI 
had questioned him a few days after March 9 and that he had told 
them the same thing he was now stating as his testimony. 


EVALUATION: 
Appearance: 


Dark hair, middiflj 




Credibility: Little likelihood that he would have remembered 
Cook's clothing; I do not have a copy of any statement 
that he made to the FBI; if there is one, it can be 
checked as to whether he said anything about Cook's 
clothing; of course, Foreman relies on customers such 
as Cook and the Koggles to earn his living. 


Difficulties: Same as VIoodson. 


8. Lt. Ralph Holmes 

Holmes is a criminal investigator for the Alabama State 
Troopers. He interviewed Rev. Olsen and Rev. Miller on March 10 
at the University Hospital in Birmingham. He stated there was a 
delay of an hour or an hour and a half after he sought the interview, 
while the ministers held a press conference. Olsen stated there 
were 4 white males involved in the attack. He stated that the 
first was approximately 40, medium height, stocky built, and wearing 
a light tan poplin jacket. The second was approximately the same 
age and sise, but wearing a medium checkered or plaid shirt. 

He stated that identification of the subjects would be very diffi¬ 
cult but that he might be able to identify the first person he had 
described. Rev, Miller described one of the attackers as a white 
male in his early 30*s, wearing an open shirt and a tan jacket, 
approximately 5*^0*', stockyibullt. He could give no other descriptions. 
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Miller mentioned an attack on Olsen, but did not actually see the 
attack and did not lift his head until the attackers had left. 
Holraes asked the 2 ministers to return to Selma to make possible 
identifications, but they refused. 


EVALUATION: Ue should ask the ministers about their refiieal to 
return to Selma. Generally speaking. Holme’s testimony does not 
raise substantial doubts about the ministers’ testimony. 


9. John H. S outh 

South testified that he was at Charlie Buchanan’s Service 
Station at about 8:30 on March 9, He saw an ambulance barely 
moving along (approximately 10 m.p.h.) driving north. The lights 
were on in the back of the ambulance. South stated that it was 
this strange fact that caused him to follow the ambulance. Ifeey 
motioned for him to go around, but he did not. ’When the ambulance 
turned around and headed back towards Selma, South followed it. 

He asked Charlie Buchanan to call the city and county police. 

South asked what was the matter and when he was told there was 
tire trouble, he the tires. He could see nothing twong 

with either back tire, neither a flat tire or a missing retread. 

South Stated that he urged the people there to take the man in 
the ambulance to a hospital, but they said they were waiting for 
another ambulance. Hhen the second ambulance came. South stated 
that he was told the red light on it woiild not work. South fixed 
the red light, but he was told that there was no need to hurry as 
the people in the ambulance were waiting on the doctor’s car. 

They were at the radio station for about 30 minutes. No one was 
doing anything for the man in the ambulance. 

On cross, Ashworth attenspted to show that South intimidated 
the passengers in the ambulance. South insisted that he followed 
the ambulance because he could not understand why an injured person 
would be driven to Birmingham when there were hospitals in Selma, 
South admitted that he followed the ambulance and stayed with kif^t 
until Br, Dinkins’ escort car came. He said he saw no point in 
following the ambulance after that, 

EVALUATION: Difficult to get across to a southern white jury 
that the delay in waiting for the escort car was caused by fear 
and that John South contributed to that fearj it would probably 
be possible to show that the ambulance had thrown a retread; 
in any event. South’s entire testimony is probably irrelevant 
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althougU Pilcher taade a great deal of the delays in getting Rev, 
Reeb to the hospital in Birmingham. 


10. Charles Buchanan 

Buchanan operates a Service station jiast north of radio 
station WGWG. He was with John South when the ambulance passed 
the station going north on highway 22 at about 20 - 25 miles an 

(inside tbB city liiaits). Jobii South, followed the ambulsncG 
and. a few minutes later came bach and told Buchanan « ”C!har4.ie,, 
call the police; something funny is going on." Buchanan went to 
the radio station and asked what was going on. He got a flash 
light and looked at the ambulance’s tires. He looked at each 
tire, Tlxere was no flat and, to his knowledge, no throvm retread. 
He knows what a throxm retread looks like, as he has been in 
tire business for several years. Buchanan offered to call a white 
ambulance driver but received ho response. Buchanan called the 
sheriff’s office. 

On crossj Buchanan stated he stayed with the ambulance 
iiiitil the escort ear-arrived. 

EVAIUATIOH: If necessary, facts about retreads could be shown; 

in any event, we should investigate; however, all of Buchanan’s 
testimony appears to be irrelevan.tj;;ivto rae; it lielpad Pilcher to 
succeed in making Dr. Dinkins and the Civil Rights Movement, 
rather than tlic defendants, the subjects of the trial. 


llq Paul Bidford 

Pilcher used Bidford to attempt to show that l^oyd Ch*oom 
was the person who attacked Revi Reeb* ^ Bidford testified that 
Qroom told him he had assaulted a station wagon With 2 colored 
doctors and a nurse. Groom had told him that he peeked on the^ 
window of the station wagon. Bidford and Groom had been drinking 
in the Silver Moon Cafe, After Groom told Bidford about the 
assault on the station wagon, Bidford finished drinking a beer. 
Everyone had another round, and then Groom, Bidford, and another 
person went outside and stood by Bidford*s oar^ in the second 
parking place on the Selma Avenue, side of the Silver Moon Cafe. 
Bidford thought he went outside at about 7 o’clock and stayed ^ 
there for 40 minutes or so and he was very unclear about the times 
involved. Bidford claims that FBI agents came at about 8 or 8:30 
and that he told them he had not seen any trouble. He said that 
one of the FBI agents was wearing a tan jacket. 


\ 
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Ashworth attempted to demonstrate that the alleged FBI 
agents were in fact the assailants, relying on the tan jacket 
and the fact that the alleged agent showed no identification. 

In fact, 2 agents did interview Bidford, Ashworth made the 
mistake of assuming that Bidford came out of the Silver Hoon Cafe 
before the assault on Rev. Reeb, while in fact it appears that 
he probably came out after the attack. Hie incident involving 
Caroom and the station wagon occurred only a few mintites prior to 
the attack on Reeb, Bidford was probably having one of the drinks 
he referred to while the attack was occurring, Ashworth showed 
that Bidford and Groom were away from the scene for a period of 
time long enough for the attack to have occurred, 

EVALUATION; Bidford appears to be the drunk who commonly drinks 
at the Silver Moon, but this would be difficult to show; he would 
be of no help to the defense if it could be shown that he did not 
leave the Silver Moon until after the attack had taken place. 


D, Argumenle, 

Ashworth opened his argument by assuring the jury that he 
was confident they would make their judgment solely on the bases 
of the evidence, Pilcher attempted to show the weakness of the 
identifications and then attempted to show that the evidence 
indicated the assailant did not kill Rev. Reeb. He emphasized 
that Rev, Reeb could not have walked from the Silver Moon to Boynton 
Insurance Agency if he had been struck as seriously as the autopsy 
indicated he had. He also emphasized Dr. Dinkins* failwe to 
care for Rev. Reeb. 

Ashworth did not suggest that any of the defense witnesses 
had lied. Instead, he suggested that they had been mistaken or 
that what they said was not inconsistent with the defendant*s 
guilt. He relied particularly on the tan jacket Bidford ascribed 
to an FBI agent. 

After approximately an hotir and a halfo of deliberation, 
the jury returned the verdict of not guilty as to each of the 
defendants. 


II Possible Federal Prosecution 

(ki March 10, 1965, 241 charges were lodged against Elmer 
Cook and William Stanley Hoggley, They were released upon posting 
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bonds of $5,000 each. On March 11, Namon O’Neal Hoggle and R. B. 
Kelly were arrested and then released upon posting bonds of $5,000 
each. Joseph Pilcher represented Cook and the 2 Hoggles, while 
John Randolph Smith represented R. B. Kelly. The arrests were 
based on a complaint filed March 10, 1965, charging that the 4 
defendants had violated Title 18 Section 241 in that on or about 
mreh 9, 1965 they conspired to injure, oppress,or threathen, and 
intimidate Reeb, Olsen, and Miller from, exercising rights seciired 
to them by the Constitution and laws of the United States. 


March of Concerned White Citizens of Alabama. March 6, 1965 . 

Cto r4arch 6, 1965, approximately 65 white persons marched 
to the Dallas Ctounty Courthouse. The demonstrators were white 
citizens of Alabama, who protested the discrimination against 
Negroes in the voting process in Alabama, 

Robert Ft-ye, the resident agent for the FBI in Selma, 
observed that the demonstrators arrived at the courthouse at 
approximately 2s24 p.m. At approximately 2*25 p.m., he observed 
a 1954 or 1955 2^tone Chevrolet, orange and white in color, viith 
a 1964 Alabama tag 27-6949, stopped at the corner of Alabama 
Avenue and Lauderdale Street, where the courthouse is located. 

Frye looked into the car and identified the driver as Elmer Cook. 

He states that the driver raced the motor and that another white 
male who had got out of the passenger side of the car was pouring 
some type of liquid into the carburetor. When Cook ra^ed the 
motor, smoke poured out from under the car in large clouds, 
dri^^ing across Alabama Avei^e to a large crowd of Negroes who 
were almost obscured by the smoke. The car continued to belch 
s^ke for a space of 5 to 10 minutes. Wilson Baker then instructed 
the individuals to leave the area. Frye observed Jack I^ason, 
a local car salesman, in the back seat of the car smoking a cigar. 

Ft*ye is unable to identify Stanely Hoggle as the individual who 
poured the liquid into the carbturetor, as the soaoke was too thick 
However, Wilson Baker can make the identification of both Stanlev* 
Hoogle and Elmer Cook. ^ 

^ Asbipy Mddlebrooks, Deputy Sheriff of Dallas County, 
testified in William v. Wallace about this incident. He identified 
Elmer Cook and Stanley Hoggle, as liaving been involved*in this 
incident. Middlebrooks obtained photographs showing Hoggle. 
Middlebrooks has been instructed by Henry Pitts not to give any 
statc^nts about the Incident to the FBI. Joe Pilchdr has instructed 
Jack Deason not to make any statement concerning the incident. 
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although Deasoti has denied that he was involved in it. • 

The clerk of the auto license department at the I>allas 
County Courthouse states that the registration card for license 
Mo* 27-6949 shows that the license number was issued to I, J. 

Ifelone. Malone states that he traded that car into Elmer Cook 
of the G & G Motor Co. just before Christmas, 1964, 

Wilson Baker states that he and Lt, Cotton Nichols contacted 
Elmer Cook regarding the assault on Rev. Reeb, prior to Rev. Reeb's 
death. Gook refused to give any information concerning the assault, 
but did discuss the incident at the courthouse on March 6. Baker 
states that Gook told him that knowing himself to be a hothead he 
tried to keep out of the racial situation; however, on /Saturday, 
March 6, Sheriff Clark asked him to get an old car and smoke up 
the demonstrators at the eotirthouse. Gook then told Baker that 
he would deny ever making such a statement to Baker* 

On January 24, 1965, Judge Daniel H. Thomas of the United 
States District Court, Southern District of Alabama, enjoined 
Sheriff James G, Clark and those in active concert or participation 
with him from interferring with orderly attempts at the Dallas 
County Courthouse to encourage Negroes to register to vote. Boynton 
V. Clark * Civil Action No. 3559-65. it appears to me that Cook * s 
statement to Baker concerning Sheriff Clark and himself could be 
used as an admission against CSook. 


B. Attempted March to Montgomery* March 7. 1965. 

On March 7, 1965, approKimately 6G0 persons took part 
in an attempt to march from Selma to Montgomery. The march was 
halted by State Troopers on highway 80 opposite the lehman Buick 
Co. 


Bob Frye states that Elmer Cook and the 2 Hoggle brothers 
were observed in the Lehman Buick showoom, armed with clubs. 

Frye is not positive he could obtain witnesses to this fact who 
would be willing to testify. However, both Frye and I have talked 
with the manager at Lehman Buick concerning his observations of' < 
the march and the dispersals by the troopers. He appears to be 
reasonably willing to tell the truth. 

On March 17, 1965, J\idge Frank M* Johnson, United Sthtas 
District Judge, Middle District of Alabama, stated that in dispersing 
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the atteinpted marchMarch,?, the State Troopers had deprived 
the marchers of their federal right of assembly to petition for 
a redeeee of grievances. This statement indicates that there was 
a federal right to conduct the march that was attempted on Iferch 7, 

I reecomroend that we request the FBI to develop this inci¬ 
dent, in so far as it implicates any of the defednnts, and to 
develop any additional information concerning the activities of 
the defendants from approKimately Jferch 1 through March 9. 


Response of White Northerners to Plea for Help from 
Dr. !iartin Luther King. March 9, 1965. 



Harassment of ^ite Ministers by Gook, Stanley 
Hoggle. and Billy Dowd Edwards, 


Edwards has told the FBI thst he, Stanley Hoggle, and a 
man named Bill drove around with Elmer Cook in his cadilac on 
the afternoon of March 9, 1965. Stanley Hoggle had a.SS-caliber 
revolver stuck in his trousers and a smaller pistol in his pants 
pocket, Edwards said that Hoggle gave a night stick or club 
to Cook. He said that Gopk was driving the car and had a pair 
of brnss IcnucicLos on. liis right h3.ndio He s^id they x^ere driving 
around Selma and that he, Edwards, was blowing a bugle at any of 
the nunisters and ”other outsiders” that they saw on the street© 


. Even if^Edwards were to testify to the same information 
contained m hxs statement, there is some problem concerning 
the federal right involved. A large number of the ministers and 
other outsiders were in town to participate in a march to Montgomery 
that was advertised as similar to the one conducted March 7. 

However, Judge Johnson had prohibited any such marbh on March 9, 

We could argue, I suppose, that the ministers were in town for 
the purpose of exercising the federal right to encourage Negro 
voter registration. ^ ^ 


4 . o, , incident does not in itself involve a violation 

of 241, Edwards* testimony should be considered relevant evidence 
of Cook*8 and Stanley Hoggle*s state of mind. 


I believe we should request the FBI to develop this incident 
further. Edwards could too easily claim the Fifth Aaiendment 
(either because of 18 U.S.C. 241 or local disturbing the peace 
ordinancesf. or simply refuse to tell the truth. 

V 
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on Van of Medieal Conmaittee for Rights. 

Groom has admitted his participation in the attack on 
the MCHR van, which occurred minutes before the attack on Rev. 

Reeb. If he were to talk, he could probably identify the other 
pairticipo^nts* wet's 2 others involved# 

u « '#an, Linda Durgan, says a phtogo- 

graph of R, B* Keilyl^i shows a resemblance to one of the attackers, 

4 -u *. doctor who was in the van, Richard Hans Knecht, pifes,ted^#’iOw*{¥ 
t^t a photograph of William Stanley^Hoggle was that of a man about"* 
the age and general build of the first man who approached the van. 

He thxn^ he might, be able to identify at least the first man who 
approached the van if he could see him in person. 

TT « right involved in this incident could be Title 

Civil Rights Act of 1964, The white persons in the van 
ad just eaten at Walker's Cafe, a Kegro restaurant, prior to the 

Identifications are very weak. Groom is unlikely to talk. 

^' The At.tack on Rev^ Reeb, M ill er an d Ol sen. 

r,- ministers were all in Selma in response to 

Sior^to the^attack^^^^ eaten dinner at the Negro restaurant 

^ believe Jfeck Arthur Brown identified a picture of Stanley 

rnlf ^ person who looked in the window of Walker's 

Cafe while the white ministers x^ere inside. I don't have the FBI 

report with his interview. In any event, he denied it on the 
stand in the state case. « At- wa tne 


D, Recommendation 

^ strong enough to require proses 

^tion. We should at least be able to obtain indictments, 
because the balky witness problem will not be so acute. 

n trial itself, it will be difficult to implicate R. 

B. ^ily. Apparently, he was not involved in the conspiracy prior 
to the night of March 9. It may be difficult to show Iven thS? 
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h.e partj-cipatsd in. tb.e events that nxghte UnXess FLoyd Groom 
talks, the strongest available evidence against him is Stripling’s 
statement. Even Groom is not positive of Kelly’s identity. 

Namon O’Neal Koggle will also be difficult to convict. 

He was not with Cook and Stanley Hbggle on March 6 or the 
afternoon of Iferch 9. We do not know whether we can prove he was 
with them on March 7. Stripling is not sure of his Identification 
of O'Neal Hoggle. Groom and Kelly identify him, but may not talk. 
Edwards says he saw only Stanley Hoggle and Elmer Cook aliasing 
the ministers, h-lthough he says immediately after the attack O’Neal 
Hoggle eante into the Silver Moon Cafe with the other two. 

The conspiracy evidence against Cook and Stanley Hbfegle 
is strong. wo 

i 

In my.opinion, a fair-minded juror would say there is 
no reasonable doubt as to the guilt of any of the four defendants. 
No fair-minded person would deny the guilt of Elmer Cook and 
Stanley Hoggle. 




1 
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John Doar 

Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 

Charles W. Quaintance 
Attorney 

Civil Rights Division 
Reeb Murder Case 


July 29, 1965 
CWQriohs 

#1-047-40 

DJ 144-3-399 




In a ntemorandum dated April 12, 1965, you asked toe to 
review this case from the standpoint of state and federal 
prosecution. 

' ISiis ease involves state indictments for murder against 
Elmer L. Cook, William Stanley Hoggle and Wamon 0 *Meal (Duck) 
Hoggle and federal conspiracy charges against those three 
and R. B. Khlley. The diarges arose from the incident of 
March 9, 1965, in Selma that led to the death on Mardi 11 of 
the Reverend Jans^s Reeb. The state charged Cook, Kelley, 
and the Ifoggles with first-degree murder and obtained 
indictments against Cook and.the Hoggles. 

I. Suiraaary of Evidence tending to prove 
that the defendants committed the act. 

A. Eyewitnesses. 

1. Basil Smith - This drunk (66 arrests by Selma Police 
Department since 1951 - most for drunk and disorderly) appears 
to have been an eyewitness, but says he was too drunk to 
remember anything from the night of March 9. Patrons of the 
Silver Moon Cafe indicate he made incriminating remarks against 
Cook that evening, but he has ^ven no informatxon to authorities. 

2. Edgar Stripling - He x^as working in the Silver Moon 
Cafe March 9 and says he saw Cook, Kelly, and perhaps Duck 
Hoggle chasing some ^Thite persons. He thinks he saw Cook slug 
one of the victims with his fist, and he thinks O^ok and Kelley 
kicked a victim. Records of the Veterans Administration 
reflect that Stripling is permanently, totally disabled and 
that he is 100% incompetent due to ’’scdxizophrenic reaction, 
hebephrenic type." Hebephrenia is a schizophrenic reaction 
characterized by silliness, delusions, and hallucinations. 
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3. Floyd Groom - Groom is a close friend of Cook, 

Kelley, and the Hoggle brothers. He saye he would deny 
even the information he did give to the Selma police. 

That information was that he saw the subjects - Cook, 
Kelley, and the Hoggles, meet three persons who had a>nie 
-from Walker’s Cafe (where the Itev. Reeb ate) at the alley 
between Washington and Franl^in Streets on Selma Avenue 
(one-half block from the assa%d.t). He says he saw Cook 
hit one of the men. Groom claims the victims were in a 
bus that they had driven from Walker’s to the alley. He 
thinks one of the three persons was a blonde girl and that 
the other two were Negro males. Groom claiiiffl to have b^n 
diagonally across the street from the Silver Moon Cafe, on 
the comer of Selma and Washington. It may be that he 
actually did not observe the assault on Mr. Reeb, but the 
assault on the medical man (see C.3, below). However, the 
time Groom gives for the incident, 7s30 P.M., which could 
easily be wrong, coincides with the assault on Mr. Reeb. 

4. Geo£ge Hamm observed the assault from across 
the street but claims it was too dark for him to tell even 
the race of the indi'*’iduals involved. 

5. Billy Dowd Edwards - Edwards was inside the Silver 
Moon Cafe at the tiraB of the incident. When he heard some 
shouting, he looked out the door and saw Cook and Stanley 
Haggle running and punching at two or three individuals. 

Ail persons involved ”just flashed by” the door. Edwards 
places Kelley, with whom he had been drinking, outside 
sight at the time of the assault, but says Kelley returned 
to the table shortly afterward and was not breathing hai^. 

6. R. B. Kelley - Kelley was sitting with Billy Dowd 
Edwards and another person in the cafe. Wlxile they were 
drinking beer, Kelley claims, heard a commotion outside 
the cafe, got up and walked to the door. He says he saw 
Cook ^d the Hoggle brothers running to the comer of the 
building. When Kelley opened the cbor to the cafe, he :saw 
two men on the sidewalk. Cook kiclced one of the men. 

Kelley gave two signed statements, both to the &lma police 
in the presence of tm FBI agents. Both statements have 
Cook kicking a man on the sidewalk. Only the second has the 
three subjects running. Kelley was arrested, both by the 
FBI and by the city. The Dall^ County Grand J\iry refused 
to Indict him. 
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7. Orloff W. Miller - The Rev. Miller stated in 
the first interview that he could probably not identify 
any of the assailants. Upon being shown pictures, he 
positively identified Ck>ok as one of the men who had 
come at him, Mr. Reeb, and Mr. Olsen. He could not state 
whether Cook was involved in the attack. He also thought 
Dudk Ho^le looked like a person who came at them. Miller 
identified Stanley Hoggle as a man he had seen in Seljoa. 

8. Clark Olsen - From pictures, Mr. Olsen identified 
all four subjects as having been involved in the attack 

on himself. Miller and Reeb. 

B. Admissions by subjects. 

1. Reaction to accusation by Basil Smith 

Billy Dowd Edwards, in a signed statement, says that 
Cook and th& two Hoggles were in the cafe, left ab^t 30 
minutes (in a later statement Edwards indicated he saw 
Cook and Stanley Hoggle chasing and hitting two or three 
persons), and then retuxned to the cafe. Edwards proceeds, 

'*an old drunk we call Smitty [Basil Smith, see A.l. supraj . 
came in and said would kill any son of a bitch who would 
beat him like that!” R. B. Kelley, who was sitting with 
Edwards, stated drunk known to me as Smitty came 

into the cafe and started mumbling something to Duck Hoggle... 
*Ric best 1 can remember. Dude Hoggle told Smitty if he did 
not stop running his mouth he was going to knock hell out 
of him.” 


If the statements of Kelley and E^ards on this 
event could be integrated (e.g., if Edwards heard Cook or 
Hoggle say what Kelley thinks he heard Hoggle say), the 
result would be admissible against Cook or Hoggle or both 
as an admission. As McQormidk says, 

If a statement is made by another 
person in the presence of a party to the 
action, containing assertions of fact 
which, if untrue, the party would under 
all the circumstances naturally be escpected 
to deny, his failure to speak is circum* 
stantial evidenre that he believes the 
statements to be true and his conduct is 
thus receivable against him as an admission 
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of such belief.••[;] an equivocal or 
evasive response may similarly be used 
against: him on. this theory. •• 

Obviously, proof of the party's 
conduct requires proof of the statement 
itself to ^ich he has thus reacted. The 
statement technically avoids the hearsay 
objection, since it is not offered as 
evidence of the truth of its assertions, 
but merely as giving meaning to the 
defendant's silence or evasive reply. 

McCormick, Evidence . § 247. 

An admissibility problem might arise because of 
the damping nature of Smith's alleged staten^nt. jnry 

must not be allowed to consider any report of Smith s 
accusation to be taken as evidence that Cook or the Itoggles 
assaulted Mr. Rseb. A close examination of cases in this 
field would be a necessary precaution before trial. 

2. A<toiission of presence in the area at the 
time of the assault 


The attack on Mr. Reeb probably took place between 
7-15 and 7;30 P.M. on March 9. Mr. Miller gives the time 
as from shortly after 7 P.M. (in his fir^ statement) to 
around 7:15 (in his second statement), "nie Selma Police 
Department learned of the incident at 7;M P.M. l^s was 
after Miller and Olsen had taken Reeb two ^d one-h^f 
blocks, obtained an ambulance (from Miller's funerri hone, 
which is one-half block from the place Miller and ^son Md 
taken Reeb), and ta^n the ^ulance with Reeb to Burwell s 
Infirmary (a five-minute drive). 

Hoggle puts himself, Cook, and Duck Hoggle, 
together, in a shop across the street from the Silver Moon 
Cafe from 6 or 6:30 P.M. until about 7:30 P.M. ^en he says 
they went to the Silver Moon Cafe. 

3. feLmon Hoggle *s remark to Eugene Thomas 


Cary Rote and the three Klan roeiribcrs charged with 
murdering Mlrs. Liuzzo stopped at the Silver Moon Cafe 
Thursday, March 24. Rowe says that someone came up to 
Eugene Thomas and said something to the effect, ^Ve did our 
job; I hope you do yours.” Rowe eays this person was 
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referred to as "Duck" (Hoggle's nickname) and also that 
Hoggle was later pointed out to him as Hoggle, 

There is no indication that Cook, Kelley« or the 
Hoggle s ever belonged to the Klan. 

C. Activities of subjects prior to the attack on Mr® Rseb 

!• Criminal records - Cook has been convicted in 
Selma 17 times on chax^ges of assault and battery, llie 
greatest fine and sentence was $104 and 60 days. 

This record could not be proved eKcept in the 
unlikely event Cook took the stand. 

The other defendants have less noteworthy records. 

2. Car smoke at the courthouse 

On Saturday, March 6, Cook and Stanley Hoggle 
took an old automobile to the corner of Lauderd^e and 
Alabama, the location of the Dallas County Courthouse. Cook 
raced the motor, while Hoggle poured a substance on the 
motor that caused considerable esdiaust smoke. 

This incident occurred during a deiaonstration on 
behalf of civil rights conducted by the Reverend Josej^ 
Cllwanger and other white cltisens of Alabama. 

A judge should probably let in evidence of the 
courthouse affair. It tends to prove that Cook and Stanley 
Hoggle hate ^ite persons participating in the civil rights 
movement. See McComick, § 157. p.330; see also Duneon. v. 
State. 43 S.E. 2d 504 (Ga. 1947) (trial for wlfe-iux^r; 
previous acts of violence against wife admissible to show 
malice). It migbt even be considered evidence of a contin* 
ulng plan to harass white civil rights sympathizers (see 
McCormck, § 157, p.328), but it appears to have t^en not 
so mudti a part of the plan as a tri^er for the plan. At 
least, Mr. Baker thinks the subjects caused the excess smoke 
because Sheriff Clark urged thm to (one of the subjects told 
Baker that Clark asked him to do it) and that it was the 
thx^l this gave them that caused the Reeb incident. 

3. l^dical Conmdttee for Human Rights 

Between approximately 6:30 and 7 P.H., March 9, 
perhaps 45 minutes before Mr. Reeb was attadeed, 3 white 
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males assaulted representatives of the Medical Committee 
for Human Rights- Tiao male white doctors and several 
ladies, both uhite and Negro, had eaten together at the 
Listonclay Cafe, a Negro cafe close to Walker’s Cafe where 
Mr. Reeb ate- When they left.the cafe, they went to a 
Ford Econoline Van which the MCHR was using as a medical 
van. It was parked on Washington Street, between Walker’s 
Cafe and the Silver Moon Cafe, As the van was pulling out 
of its parking place, three men came fsrom the direction of 
the Silver Moon Cafe. They tried to open the doors, but 
the doors were locked. They then beat on the doors of the 
van with their fists and shouted implications such as, 

”You damn nigger lovers.” The driver. Dr. Jack Geiger, 
positively identified a picture of Elimr Cook as being a 
picture of one of the three men. He thought a picture of 
R« B. Kelley was a picture of another assailant. Other 
passengers gave similarly uncertain identifications of 
Kelley, The other doctor gave a hazy identification of 
Stanley Hoggle as the third man. 

This evidence should be admissible both on the 
theory that it tends to prove a plan to attack white civil 
rights sympathisers and on the theory it shows a hatred of 
white civil rights workers on*^ part of Cook and possibly 
Kelley and Stanley Hoggle. See McCormick, § 157. 

D, Physical evidence 

The autopsy reveals a massive blow to Mr- Reeb’a 
skull. However, the club has not been found. 

E. Evaluation of Evidence 

1. There is no solid witness. 

The tv7o witnesses who apparently saw the most 
are Smith, a drunk, and Stripling, a hebephrenic sdiizo- 
phrenic. Smith will not even talk. 

Mr. Miller and Mr. Olsen observed very little, as 
they were protecting themselves during the attack. In 
addition, white Northern ministers would be ineffective 
witnesses. 


Hamm observed the attack, but is of no assistance 
on identification. 
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Kelley, Groom, and Edwards were either involved 
or are too friendly with persons who were involved to be 
strong witnesses, Kelley’s story is probably fabricsated 
as to his location; he could hardly have been in the 
doorway. His friend Edwards, who was looking out the door¬ 
way, would surely have seen him and would be happy for the 
chance to state that Kelley was inside the cafe when the 
attack occurred, ^^hat Kelley describes is probably 
reasonably accurate, but Mclean Pitts could discredit his 
story as that of an accused trying to save his skin. Groom 
might not testify at all, and if he did would surely be 
evasive and misleading. Edwards is perhaps the strongest • 

- witness, but his story might be discredited by references 
to his friendship for Kelley. Also, he obtained only a 
fleeting glimpse of the incident, a fact which would be 
used to discredit the identifications. 

2. Admissions not conclusively damaging 

Rowe's identification of Ho^le is not positive, 
although the remark is highly incriminating. Unfortunately, 
it puts Rowe in a bad light, intimating that he Imew death 
was in tlie wind. 

The exchange between Smith and Cook and the 
Haggles can be explained away by those who wish to disregard 
it. Smith was simply a nuisance, one could say, and Cook 
and the Hoggles shooed him away. In addition, the process 
by which a lawyer concludes the exchange between Smith and 
the subjects involves an admission may be too intiricatc for 
even fai-r-minded jurors. 

3. Prior and subsequent actions by siibjects 

not strong enou^ 

The incident of March 6 at the courthouse involves 
no pTObleiii of identification j but would be of little 
probative value. 

The incident concerning the medical van is of 
real probative value, but there is only one positive identi¬ 
fication. In addition, it probably involves Kelley* a fact 
that, if knoifn, would hurt Kelley and Edwards as witnesses 
to t^ attack on Mr. Reeb. Pitts could make Kelley's 
involvement known. 
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4. physical injuries are shocking, but 

club never found 

There can be no question of a playful tap* Mr, 
Reeb*s skull was practically caved in. Unfortunately, the 
club was never found, 

II. State Prosecution 

Blanchard McLeod is the circuit solicitor for Dallas 
County, He presented the case to the grand jury and 
obtained first degree murder indictments against Cook and 
the two Hoggles. The trial is scheduled for , 

According to the FBI, McLeod pleaded with the grand Jury 
to return the indictments in order to take some of the heat 
off Selma. McLeod practically assured the grand jury, 
again according to the FBI, that there would be no con¬ 
victions, 

I see no substantial chance that McLeod would put 
his heart into this case. Only a special prosecutor, or 
at least a new county solicitor, would press a state 
prosecution vigorously. 

The evidence convinces me, at least, beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Cook killed Mr, Reeb and that Kelley 
and^the Hoggles were involved. However, there are enough 
legitimate holes in the case that, even with vigorous 
prosecution, a southern jury could vote not guilty without 
making its Conscience writhe too naich, 1 doubt that a 
special prosecutor would be able to overcome local antago¬ 
nism. I don’t know the possibility of getting a county 
solicitor or, if one is appointed, getting him to take over 
McLeod’s prosecutive duties. The case is so weak (the chief 
witnesses are either alcoholic, schizophrenic, white civil 
rights sympathizers, or tainted with suspicion themselves) 
that 1 doubt we should risk interfering with the state 
prosecutive process in an attempt to obtain a vigorotis prose 
cutor. If Blan^ard McLeod approaches the FBI or-the Depart 
ment for assistance, I think we should provide it perhaps 
to the extent we assisted Gamble. I think we have little 
to lose; saving the evidence for a federal trial makes 
little sense, since there is not a strong federal case. 

As to father we should approach Mcljeod, I think we 
should try it if he has not approached us within thxee 
or four weeks of the trial. It is true that we mi^t only 
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antagonize him, but I think we have little to losei he 
does not plan to proceed with a prosecutor’s attitude 
an 3 rway. The approach could probably be arranged most 
discreetly through the FBI, in the form of questions as 
to \diether there is any way pre can help. Of «>ursc, 

McLeod hates the Ifepartment, but X think a new person - 
or one who has not offended him deeply - mi^t get along 
with him, so long as Selma residents did not know of the 
liaison. 

III. Feder^ Prosecution 

The application of 18 U.S.C. 241 to this case is 
tenuous. There seems to be little doubt that the reason 
for the attack was that white persons were sympathizing 
and fraternizing with Negroes. X sec no federal right 
to be such a person. Since the plea for support from 
Dr. King that caused Mr. Heeb to come to Selma was 
connected with voting rights, however, I suppose we could 
argue that a 241 violation occurred. 

Because of the Weak evidence in the case, its tenuous 
legAl underpinnings, and the fact that state authorities 
proceeded at least to indictment, 1 believe we should not 
pz^ss for a grand jury or for a trial in this case. If 
Blanchard McLeod absolutely refuses to press for conviction 
perhaps we should seek indictments* In any event, it 
seems to me we should f iz3t attempt to jack up McLeod. 
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STATK RIGHTS ADVOCATE 


QUESTIONS REGARDING DEATH OF REVEREND REED 


1. Is there no one in our gov¬ 
ernment with enough courage 
to accuse the “Civil Rights” 
groups of their wrong doings, 
even when evidence points to 
their premeditated and d^ber- 
ate murder of Reverend Rieeib? 

2. Can you reooncUe.the testi. 
mony of Dr. Dinkins (Negro), 
that he observed no lacerations, 
could demonstrate no fracture 
on palpatation of the skull and 
declared Reverend Redb’s pu- 
pillaty reflexes normal with no 
sign of brain pressure, one hour 
after his altercation, but when 
Reverend Redb' arrived in Bir¬ 
mingham three and (me-half 
hours; later, his head had been 
beaten to a pulp, as testified 
by neiuosmgeons? 

3. Who was de^)erately in 
need of a martyr at this par¬ 
ticular time? 

4. Why was there inexcus¬ 
able delay in getting Reverend 
Reeb to a BlmUngham ho^tal? 

6. Why. did It take so kmg to 
transport Reverend Reeb from 
Amelia Boynton’s SNCC Office 
to the Burwell Infirmary, just 
a few blocks away when the 
ambulance was parked in the 
same block as the SNCC office? 


media we have in the world to¬ 
day. I am intimately acquaint¬ 
ed with the evidence in this 
case (Reeb). I received per- 
ihisson and made a ti^ re¬ 
cording of the entire trial. I 
have listened to every word of 
evidence by all the witnesses. 
There was not enough evidence 
actually to even make a case 
against the accused. The pre¬ 
siding jud^ to be i!air to Vis 
defendants shoidd have in¬ 
structed the jury, to return a 
verdict of “Not Guilty.” 'Hiese 
defendants should never have 
been tried — no more tb«n you; 
your brother, if you have one; 
your father; or your son. If the 
defendants had been Civil 
Rights agitators, there would 
never have been a case. This 
persecution of these defend¬ 
ants was a price th^ paid to 
satisfy the uninformed public 
who did not have the slightest 
idea of. what actually happened 
in this particular case. 

You must remember this: 
Selma was the focal point tor 
the massive agitation. Pressure 
was on to make an arrest and 
make it quickly. The city po¬ 
lice, not the Sheriffs Depart- 


6. Why did the companions 
of Reverend Reeb say tiiei am¬ 
bulance had a fiat tire, when 
reputable witnrases testified 
that the tire was not fiat? 

7. Why did Amelia Boynton’s 
SNCC Office send Reverend 
Reeb to an old, unaccredited in- 
fiimaiy when there were three 
fine, modem hospitals avail¬ 
able in Selma? (I>r- Dinkins, 
Reeb’s attending phy^ciam was, 
at that time, a staff member of 
the Good Samaritan Hospital, 
the most modem hospital In 
Selma.) 

8. How do you reconcile 
Reverend Reeb’s slight injury 
before he arrived at the SNCC 
Office of lAmrfla Boynton, and 
a crushed skull by the time he 
arrived at the Birmingham 
hospital. 

9. Why did the X-ray of 
Reebs skull ordered by Dr. 
Dinkins conveniently dis¬ 
appear? 

10. What was the news media 
hiding? The press and TV 
photographers covered the 
Reeb murder trial in drovea, 
leager to pounce upon the local 
innocent defendants. Why this 
silence? 

3 January 1946 

Dear 

I had a chance to obs^ve 
your letter on the Weekly Bul¬ 
letin Board, in reference to the 
Reeb case. We i>eople in Sdl- 
ma, Alabama appreciate yoitr 
interest and I assume you are 
interested or you wouldn’t have 
taken the trouble to write. 
Since you have gone to that 
trouble, I am going to the 
trouble to enlighten, you. It is 
no crime to be uninformed, but 
It is a grievous fault to stay un¬ 
informed when you have the 
opportunity to look behind the 
various walls of censorship that 
the news media have erected 
around Selma. 

I do not think it is a retfiee- 
tion on you. I do not fiiink 
hard of you that you are un¬ 
aware of the facts. It is more 
a reflectioii on tine type of news 


meat, did make an anest> As a 
matter of fa^, they made an 
arrest within 24 hours—but 
they did not investigate tiie 
facts of this case as they shmiid 
have — and they arrested the 
wrong men. 

Briefly, the trial showed es¬ 
sentially this: Reverend Bbeb 
and two companions had an 
Altercation with three men. One 
Of Reeb’s companions testified 
an hour lat^ to an officer that 
he didn’t know whether the 
men were white or black. The 
other minister testified that the 
only thing he could remember 
was a Ught tan zipper jacket 
in the altercation. It was, dark. 
An eye-witness by the name of 
Mr. Ham, who was walking 
across the street at the time of 
the altercatimn said this: “There 
was a coming together of six 
men and an instant separation. 
It lasted ten seconds, maybe 15 
second, maybe 20 seconds, and 
the six men separated and dis¬ 
appeared.” 

After the altercation, accord¬ 
ing to the ministers (Re^’s 
compani<ms), Reeb and the two 
ministers walked three blocks 
to the Boyntcm Insurance 
Agency which was headquart¬ 
ers for one cjf the agitating 
groups (or you might call them 
Civil Rights Workers). 

Now to give you a little back- 
I groxind. King was in need of a 
martyr. *1710 varimis groups 
preaching racial hatred such as 
S T J i CK, SNICK, OORB, and the 
NAACP and others had ^>ent 
thousands upon thousands of 
dollars In a vain attempt to 
produce a martyr. They were 
unable to produce such a mar¬ 
tyr after^ weeks and weeks of 
the most terrible and perilous 
lagitationi that a group ever in¬ 
flicted upon a formerly quiet, 
peaceful, law-abiding city. I 
give you this background, and 
it is not slanted or biased—^it is 
merely fectuaL I am not say¬ 
ing it is light or wrong, but, it 
is true. 

When Reeb and his cmnpan- 


tons arrived at Amelia Boyn -1 
ton’s insurance office, oh foot, 
all three men were conscious 
and able to ' converse. (Qne 
Other Uttie detail—Selma hasi 
three fine hospitals, very mod¬ 
em. Hie most modem of all, 
and best equipped, is a Negro 
hospital—the Good Samaritan). 
Arrangements were made at 
that time to take the three min¬ 
isters to the Burwell Infirmaxy. 
The Burwell Infirmaxy to not 
even classtfied in the modem 
sense as an up-todate hospital, 
but is an old, wooden stmcture 
that reminds me of a run¬ 
down residence. It to hard to 
put the finger oq exactly who 
plotted the destruction <rf Rev¬ 
erend Reeb fiom this point on, 
but to is not too difficult to see 
who would benefit from Rev¬ 
erend Reeb’s death. 


time could have been seen at 
once. This examination to(^ 
place at 8:30 QPJEd. and Reeb’s 
refines were considered norm¬ 
al in this test. The altercation 
had "taken place at 7:30 P.M. 
one hour earlier. Dr. Dinkins 
further testified that he made 
a palpate ex^ination. Tbat iSt 
he explored the small bruise 
he found, with his hands. He 
stated that he could not dem¬ 
onstrate a fracture. He also 
testified that he. <ndered an 
X-ray. On the witness stand, 
he seemed to be reluctant to 
admit that the X-ray had dis¬ 
appeared. Under more intense 
cross examination, he reluct¬ 
antly admitted the X-ray was 
no loziger available. Was there 
a deliberate reason for this 
X-ray^s ccmventoit disappear¬ 
ance? 


Now getting back to the trial, 
^^en Reverend Reeb and his 
companions arrived at the Bur¬ 
well Infirmary, conscious and 
able to converse, Dr. Dtnkins 
(Negro) observed a little blood 
on the temple of Reeb. On tiie- 
witness stend, he testified thatj 
he thought there might be a 
laceration, so he wiped the 
blood away. (However, when 
he wiped the blood away he 
could not find any laceration. 
There was only a small bruise. 
Dr. Dinkins examined Reeh’s 
eyes for pupUlary reflex. That 
was to be sure there was no 
brain pressture or cdncussion; 
when there to brain pressure or 
conoussion one pupil is larger 
than the other, which by this 

Powell Aide 
Says Integrated 
Education Inferior 

Ldvingston Wingate a former 
aide to Controversial Congress¬ 
man Adam Clayton Powell, 
stated that “‘We must no longer 
pursue the myth that Integrated 


Did a party or parties inflict 
the death wound shortly after 
this time, or 15 minutes later, 
or one hour later? That to for 
your speculation. However, for 
reasons that were not- made 
perfectly clear, it was decided 
that Reverend Reeb ^lould go 
to Birmingham. Now, Bir¬ 
mingham is 100 miles away 
from Selma. 

The three ministers rode 
| back to Amelia Boyntons in¬ 
surance office (away from Bir- 
mingham). Then, sometime 
after that, they started toward 
Birmingham in a red ambu¬ 
lance. Were they in a hurry to 
start this 100 miles? A witness 
testified at tiie trial that he 
followed this ambulance be¬ 



cause the ili^t was on to the 
bade and he could see a white 
man and others indde. He was 
bewfidered because they were 
going away from Sdma and 
someone was lying on tire 
stretcher — the hospitato were 
in Selma. The ambiilance was 
making about 15 miles per hour 
on a wide^pen hi^way. A Mr. 
South (the witness mentioned 
above) followed this ambu¬ 
lance, looking thzou^ its fdass 
door be ca use the lights were 
oa. The driver of the andiu- 
lance a ig n a le d for Mr. South 
to pass, but Mr. South was a 
curious man and he wanted to 
see what was going on—«o he 
did not pass. The amhuisn^ 
proceeded at the same rate of 
speed until it got three miles 
from Sdma on the Birmtogham 
Highway — then it stopped and 
the driver again signaled for 
Mr. South to pass. Mr. South 
did not pass. He stopped, too; 

TTie ambqiance then turned 
around and at the same slow 
rate of speed came back these 
three miles toward Sdma. Mr. 
Soutli followed. He stopped at 
a filling station one block diort 
of where the ambulance next 
stopped: The filling station op¬ 
erator was just closing. BCr. 
South a^ed the opmitor to 
call the police. He said aome- 
thing funny was going on. If 
somebody were sick, they 
ought to be going toward the 
hospital, not away from It. Mr. 
South couldn’t understand it. 
He went to wbmre the ambu- 
(Conttoued on Page 6) 
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Wingate was Executive Di¬ 
rector of New York City's 
Graft-Ridden Haryou-Act, an 
Anti^verty Pre^ram to Har¬ 
lem sponsored by Adam Clay¬ 
ton Powell. 

Wingate further emi^iasized 
his admission that desegrega¬ 
tion is a failure by proposing 
the creation of special teach^ 
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Reverend Reeb 

(Ckmtinued from Pafo 4) 

lance was parked. He got out 
of his oar and observed the oc¬ 
cupants of the ambulance. He 
asked what the trouble was 
and if they needed help, and 
why didnt they take the man 
to a hospiatl. The ambulance 
at this time was stopped in 
front of the WG-WC Radio 9ta- 
Ition. The lights were fairly 
bright there. Mr, South asked 
them again what they were 
waiting on and why they dicki’t 
take the man to a hospital If 
he were hurt. Someone in the 
ambulance then said, “We got 
a flat tire —i the left rear.” Mir, 
South, who was a very persist¬ 
ent man, walked to the resur of 
the ambulance and looked at 
(the tire — it didn’t look flat. 
He then felt both right and left 
rear tires from the pavement 
all the way around the entire 
tire and back to the pavement. 
Mr. South testified that there 
was no flat tire. 

Ace Anderson, the driver of 
the ambulance, was in the ra¬ 
dio station calling for another 
ambuilance. Mr. South, who 
was friendly with Ace Ander¬ 
son, asked him if he needed 
help. Ace said they were wait¬ 
ing for another ambidance. 
After some time, a second am¬ 
bulance arrived. But did they 
leave? Why didn’t they leave 
after they got the new ambu¬ 
lance? They still sat 30 min- 
nutes. The persistsit Mir. South 
then asked them. “For God’s 
sake, take this man to a hos¬ 
pital if he needs help. Don’t 
sit there and let this man dlfc 
Do something!” One of the at¬ 
tendants mumbled something 
about the signal light not work¬ 
ing. Mr. South then proceeded 
to get inside of the ambulance, 
pick up two wires, and stick 
them in the cigarette lighter. 
The light then worked. Then 
the still persistent Mr. South 
said, “What are you waiting on 
now?” They said, “We are 
waiting on Dr. Dinkins’ car. He 
has decided to follow the am¬ 
bulance in his car instead of 
Tiding in the ambulance.” 

On the witness stand the two 
ministers were asked if any¬ 
thing had been done to aid 
Rieverend Reeb. "Did you 
(elevate his feet? Did you turn 
him on his stomach to keep 
him from strangUng in his own 
vomit? (Rev. Reeb later con¬ 
tracted pneumonia which de¬ 
veloped from vomiting and 
food particles from the vomit 
lodging in his lungs. This was 
a contributary cause of death 
according to Birmingham au¬ 
thorities.) Did you give him 
oxygen? Did you use an aspira¬ 
tor? Did you do one thing to 
relieve this man?” Of course 
the answer was no by aU wit¬ 
nesses, including Dr. Dinkins. 
(One minister testified earlier 
that his wife was a trained 
nurse so it was expected that 
he would have some knowledge 
of first aid.) They had merely 
thrown Reverend iReeb in ^ 
ambulance like a sack of po¬ 
tatoes and then waited — and 
waited — and waited — delay 
after delay after delay — in¬ 
excusable delays that you can¬ 
not justify under the evidence 
shown in this case. 

Meanwhile, they sent the 


first ambulance off alter Dr. | 
Dinkins’ car. (Remember, this 
ambulance was supposed to 
have a flat tire.) No one had 
changed a tire on the ambu¬ 
lance and the ambulance did 
not bump when it left- 

Meanwhile, the filling sta¬ 
tion operator, who was asked 
by Mr, South to call the police, 
decided he had better see what 
was happening before he put 
in his call. He, too, had asked 
what the trouble was when he 
arrived on the scene. No one 
would talk M- even answer. He 
said, “If that man needs med¬ 
ical help, why don’t you take 
him to a hospital?” No one 
answered. The filling -station 
operator then said, “If .that man 
Is hurt, why don’t you call 
BiUy Bobo (Bobo had a fast, 
modem ambulance). Billy Bo¬ 
bo could get this man to Bir¬ 
mingham while you are wait¬ 
ing.” Finally, someone said, 
“We are waiting on another 
ambulance. This one has a' flat 
tire.” The filling station op¬ 
erator then took his fiashliglht, 
walked around the ambulance 
land examined each tire care¬ 
fully. There was no flat tire, 
according; to his testimony. He 
had been in the tire busuiess 
for over 18 years. He knew 
what a; flat tire looked like. 

Finally, Dinkins’ car arrived 
and they started in the direc- 
'tic«i of Birmingham. They ar- 
Itlved at Birmingham at 11 pjn, 
2 Vi hours after the altercation. 
By that time It was already too 
late, according to the medical 
testimony. Dr. Graham, fore¬ 
most brain surgeon in this state, 
testified that one hoiir’s dif¬ 
ference might well have saved 
this patient’s life. 

The ministers testified no one 
gave Rieeb oxygen along the 
way; they did not use an aspir¬ 
ator; they did not turn him on 
his stomach to keep him from 
strangling in his own vomit; 
they did not do one thing. Now, 
remember, Dr. Dinkins, the 
Negro doctor, testified that he 
could demonstrate no fracture 
by feeling with his hand (pal¬ 
pate examination); that he saw 
no laceration. Yet, when this 
man arrived In Birmingham, 
his head was literally beaten 
to a pulp. This foremost brain 
surgeon, Dr. Graham, testified 
that he had a severe, com¬ 
pound comminuted frEicture; 
meaning, that you could take 
your hand and feel the bones 
move — that some' of the bop^ 
were crushed and operated 
from the skull. This fracture 
was 2% inches in diameter. In 
hdditioin to this, there was a 
iienar fracture that was so 
severe that you could take a 
knife or a scalpel blade and 
put it in between it — com¬ 
plete separation. This fracture 
extended across the front of 
the skull into the right eye 
area. Another linear fracture 
extended from the injury on 
the left side of the temple back 
across the skull into and 
crushing the pituitary area at 
the base of the brain. One of 
the main arteries to the brain 
was severed and at surgery the 
neurosurgeon testified that he 
found massive hemorrhage 
from this. Bone fragments 
were embedded in the brain 
and an area 2% inches in di¬ 
ameter was debrided. Also, the 


attending neurosurgeon at Bir- 
mini^bam stated that there was 
a laceration about 2 inches long- 
across the surface of the 
bruised area of the skull. Dr. 
Argier, Dr. AlleiV; and Dr. Qra~ 
ham, three neurosurgeons, 
testified to the same thing. Two 
autopsy experts testified the 
same thing. This was the sever¬ 
ity of the injury of Reeb’s when 
they reached Birmingham. 
When this injury was Initiated 
—^blow or blows was/were 
struck at the head of Reeb— 
there was a pattern of force 
distributed throughout his brain 
which v/as demonstrated at 
autopsy. This is not somebody’s 
bplnion, but a physical fact^ 
they took the brain out and 
they looked at It and they saw 
areas of severe hemorrhage and 
contusion that went all the way 
from the left side of his temple 
down to his pituitary in the 
base of his brain, aU the way 
over to the right sid^. Dr. 
Jam^ Argiers said that the di¬ 
rect blow was so severe that 
the patient who received that 
blow could not reasonably be 
expected to resume any time 
soon any functtional life. Yet 
the attending physician in Sd- | 
ma had said, “I ra.w no lacera¬ 
tion,” and could not feel a 
fracture by palpation. 

There were stress lines nm- 
ning from the fracture in the 
temple around his head to the 
base of his neck. There were 
dead brain cells all the way 
to the base of the brain, show¬ 
ing that this man’s head had 
been literally crushed. Earnest 
Reeves Tucker — pathologist— 
performed an autopsy and/ex¬ 
amined Reeb and testified that 
the fracture could have been 
easily palpated (felt)—rthat the j 
fracture was in small pieces. 
Yet, Dr. Dinkins could demon- 
strate no fracture. How do you 
reconcile this, or can you re- 
Therefore,, if you can put your- 
concile this.. As a matter of 
fact, you caimot. This wound 
of Reeb’s was not the same 
woud that he had in Selma, as 
when he arrived In Birming¬ 
ham. ThMe are not my sug¬ 
gestions or conclusions. These 
are the conclusions of the med¬ 
ical evidence which you can¬ 
not dispute. 

Now, this is not my testi¬ 
mony, but it is the testimony 
of 'the foremost neurosurgeons, 
(Dr. Argiers, Dr. AUen, and Dr. 
Graham,) and Dr. Dinkins. 

Could any man have arisen 
from the sidewalk after such 
a blow or blows, walked three 
blocks, and one hour later 
shown no signs of brain dam¬ 
age? 

Dr. Graham, who operated 
on Rieverend Reeb, was asked 
this hypothetical question: “If 
a patient had a wound such as 
you describe in the case of 
Reverend Reeb, could he lave 
got up off the sidewalk and re¬ 
sumed consciousness and walk¬ 
ed three blocks?” 1116 answer 
was a firm, “No.” 

If you can believe the med¬ 
ical evidence in this case 
brought out on the trial, then 
when did this second wound 
(or wounds) occur? Obviously 
it had to occur sometime be¬ 
tween the time Reverend Reeb 
left the scene of the altercation 
and headed toward Amelia 
Bo 3 mton’s office, the time 


he arrived in Birmingham. 

The very best one can say Is 
that someone let this man die, 
knowingly and deliberately, 
but the evidence points to the 
fact that someone murdered 
this man — knowingly and de¬ 
liberately for propaganda pur¬ 
poses. Who do you think need¬ 
ed such a martyr? 

Now, sir, I would like to add 
this thought: Do you have a 
brother, a father, or a son? 
Would youi like to have him 
convicted and sent to the elec¬ 
tric chair to please Mr. King, 
the Federal government, or the 
Justice Department, or the 
news media of the world? Do 
you have any friends that you 
would like to sacrifice for the 
sake of propaganda? 

It is not my intention to be 
sarcastic, but I am asking you 
these questions because you 
appeared to be genuinely con¬ 
cerned and intCTested. 
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Yes, som^>ody murdered 
Reverend Rieeb, but it wasn’t 
the defendants. The circum¬ 
stantial evidence points to 
other people, but other people 
were not being tried. Only the 
defendants were being tried, 
self in the place of the defend¬ 
ants In this case and assume 
that youi are innocent, you may 
get a true feeling of the ter¬ 
rible persecution that the world 
has inflicted upon a peaceful, 
formerly quiet, law-abiding 
city. 

Sincerely, 

Soli H. Tepper 
P. O. Box 474 
Slelm^ Alabama. 

PB. I have taken a lot of 
trouble to explain this to you 
and I hope you will give it 
your most thoughtful and se¬ 
rious consideration. Maybe you 
may have an idea of who the 
guilty ones are. I believe t 
have an idea! 
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